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ON WAR. 

Von Kiege. Hinterlassenes Werk des GENERAL CARL voN CLAUSE
WITZ. Berlin. 2 vols. 8vo.* 

To such of our readers as may be acquainted with the German language, 
we cannot too strongly recommend the perusal of this posthumous pro
duction of General V on Clausewitz ; than which, few publications con
nected with the elementary principles of war were ever more duerving of 
attention-none more essentially calculated to elevate the author to the 
highest rank amongst strategists and philosophers. 

To analyze a work, where every superfluity has been avoided, and 
where there is so great an abundance of valuable matter, is no light un
dertaking. But as no translation has hitherto appeared, we shall do our 
best to accomplish our task, begging the reader to bear in mind, that such 
extracts as we have given are condensed paraphrases, rather than literal 
versions of the author's words. 

The first chapter opens with the following question. «What is war?" 
and thus it is defined. «War is the act of compelling an opponent to 
submit to one's will. Thus force is the medium, and submission the ob
ject, and the latter can only be attained by the development of the former. 
In order to effect this, the enemy must be rendered powerless. This is 
the grand aim of all hostilities." The basis of this object, that is, sub
mission, is founded upon a triple unity, that is, in "the reduction of the 
enemy's army, territory, and will. The first of these must he overcome, 
or placed in a situation completely innocuous. The second must be sub
dued, otherwise it would reproduce supplies of men and treasure, and 
thus revive the first. The third must be vanquished or worn out, or else 
through the means of alliances or political connexions, it may so operate 
on distant points, on the flanks and rear of the victor, a11 to distract him 
from his direct conquest, and thus leave the vanquished at liberty to re
organize his forces, and again trust to the hazard of collision." 

The results of the French revolutionary and imperial wars, fully verify 
these conclusions; for whenever Napoleon discomfited his enemies in 
battle, and overran their territory, he lost no time in concluding treaties, 
by which, if he did not succeed in utterly crushing, he at least neutralised 
" the will of resistance." These treaties secured him for a time, and thus 
completed the obJect, or triple unity. This was exemplified in Italy after 
the battle precedmg the treaty of Campo Formio; in Prussia, after Jena; 
in Austria, after Austerlitz and \Vagram; and in Poland, after the coml>at 
of Friedland. 'Whereas, in Spain, although the French troops occupied 
nearly the whole territory, and although the national armies were con
stantly defeated, still, the will of resistance remained intact. The unity 
was incomplete, and thus a flame burst forth which eventually produced 
that general reactive conflagration, which led to the destruction of the 
mighty spirit, whom all European nations then regarded as their op
pressor. 

• General Clauaewitz was preceptor to the present Crown Prince of Prussia, 
Dirertor of the Military School at Berlin , Inspector GE�neral of Artillery at Coblt>ntz, 
and finally, Chief of the Staff to Field 1\farshnl Gueisenaw. Upon the death of 
the latter at Posen , he remO\·ed to Breslan, where be died on the t6tb of Novembt'r, 
1831. Tbe work is edited bv bis widow; it consists of four books, divided in tu 
forty-six chapters. 

• 
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The position of almost all continental states was nearly similar-that 
o{ Great Britain peculiar. Io'or the integrity of her territory was main
Lllined inviolate, and, althon�h her brave troops were not always success
fuJ in the field, until the geruus of"' ellington pointed out the certain path 
ofrictory, her valiant seamen were invariably triumphant on the waters. 
Besides, " �er will" to resist was imperishable. Augmenting with the 
perils that menaced her on every side, it seemed to derive nourishment 
and intensity from the defalcation of friends, and the agglomeration of 
enemies.. Like pure steel, it acquired temper and nerve from heat and 
contact. lVith her, "the will" held the first rank, and was in fact the 
paod stimulant. It was that which upheld ht'r courage, animated and 
united her people, and im1)arted to them that concentrated, wedgelike 
power, which at length succeeded in riving asunder the mighty mass that 
had coalesced against her. It was this "will," comparable to those in
genious mechanical engines, the boar.t of her industry, which after rend .. 
ing to pieces the opposing block, detached parts from the whole, wrought 
them again together, andfropelled them forward: so that !<'ranee, which 
had previously constitute the nucleus of an almost irresistible power, 
became weakened; its core was laid bare, and at length it fell, enveloped 
in its own toils. Frederic the Great in the seven years war-Alexander 
after the fall of Moscow, and the Cortes after the capture of Madrid, gave 
proofs that without the subjugation of the will, the loss of battles or even 
)IOrtions of territory, is not a fulfilment of the grand object of war. 

General Clausewitz classes "the will" in the tMrd rank-we are in
clined to consider it as the ph·ot, or key-stone of war. It may be ob
jected-how is " the will" to be subjugated without the development of 
the two other agents constituting the medium? To this we reply, that 
without " the will" there could be no development on ehber side. There 
must be the will to commence, and that to continue, or there could be 
neither outset nor endurance. There must be the will to provide the 
sinews of war, for without them, no numerical strength can avail, and 
there must be a general national impulse or will, that shall unite the 
people with the government, and the government with the cause. If 
either fail, the whole must languish. 

There never was a period in the history of nations, that more fully il
lustrated the force of will, than the occurrences of the last war. England 
almost to a man was unanimous. No sacrifices were too great for her 
generous people-no projects too vast for her enlightened statesmen- no 
disparity of numbers disheartened her soldiers, and no superiority of force 
checked the ardour of her gallant mariners. She may be said to have 
demonstrated in the highest degree the genilla of COII8tancg, whilst other 
nations only showed the in1tinct of rt>.ai1tance. It is true, she ruled the 
tloods; the ocean quailed beneath her glorious banner, and Napoleon 
found, to his cost, the verity of the maxim, " that to be master of the sea 
is an abridgment of monarchy." But, unless she had the will to proceed 
farther, she might have contented herself with this supremacy, which 
Bacon admirably terms "her national dowry." She had no need to have 
taken other share in the war; nay, she might have gone hand in hand 
with the spoiler, and have purchased either his co-operation or neutrality 
at an almost boundless premium. But such a proceeding was unsuited 
to the genius of a free and magnanimous nation, and no minister would 
have dared propose such a Machiavelian source of grandeur to the repre
�entatives of the people. 

" Will," whether passive or active, may therefore be said to be the 
primum mobile, the true es�ence of war. So long as the inclination to re
siat remains unconquered, the destruction of any given forc.e, or the re
duction of tl'rritory, can but partially fulfil the ultimate delligu. N ume

rical strength is a fluctuating power, its diminution can be but temporary. 
Mag 1835.-voL. xm.-No. XLIX. 
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The laws of nations, aided by improving civilisation and science, render 
it a continually increasing agent. Let the momentary drainage be what 
it may, a brief space suffices to replenish the void. Look to Poland! In 
her, we have a striking illustration of the force of will. There it is con
stant, and forms an inherent portion of individual organization. It enters 
the world with the new-born, and even survives the grave,. for it is be
queathed as a legacy from father to child. Extermination, or what Ge
neral Clausewitz terms " the utmost application of force," can alone ex
tirpate this will. Without extermination, Poland may be enchained, but 
not subdued; and after short intervals of repose, revolts will burst forth, 
rivers of blood will flow, and, alas I borne down by the overwhelming 
strength of her gigantic master-she must again succumb. 

We will not foUow the author through his profound philosophical re
searches into the theory of causes and o�jects, but go with him at once to 
the development of the "medium," that is, battle. The object of war is 
rather a question of politics than tactics or strategy, and is more fitted for 
the study of the statesman than the soldier. To the latter, the ultimate 
design is a secondary consideration. Causation with him is nothing
immediate effect is all. He moves mechanically, and the object he has in 
view is the instant defeat of the foe, not his ultimate subjugation. Re
sistance is his element, his existence : he reaps from it glory, advance
ment and honours. Submission, or in other words peace, is moral death, 
for it arrests him in his career, lops off his hopes, puts to flight his visions 
of fame, and in fact, converts him mto a mere liveried stipendiary, shackled 
with all the restraint!! of military discipline, without any of its soul-stir
ring excitements. 

Admitting the submission of an enemy to be the grand object of war
" We see," says General Clausewitz, " that various paths conduct to the 
goal. Not that each case absolutely depends upon the e.rtinction of an 
opponent; for, defeat, conquest, occupation, invasion, and expeditions, 
based upon political relations, and finally, the passive waiting for an 
enemy's attack-are all means that may be had recourse to according aa 
circumstances lead me to anticipate greater success from one or the other. 
We might add a whole catalogue of projects and means as shorter roads 
to the object, and which may be designated as arguments ad hominem ; 
but it is only necessary to allude to them. To attempt specification 
would be pedantry. If all these collateral means are included, the paths 
to the attainment of the object are countless. After all, however, there 
is but one absolute medium, and that is battle. However diversely con
stituted, or however far removed from the barbarism of personal animo
sity; how great soever the number of intervening circumstances that may 
be said to be independent of actual collision, it is indispensable that all 
military operations emanate directly from, and tend immediately to, battle. 
That it must be the case, no matter how divergent the accessories, is 
shown by the following fact. Every occurrence of war must be effected 
by the aid of armies; and where armed men are employed, the ground
work of every operation must be predisposition for battle. Every thing 
appertaining to armies resolves itself into warlike efficiency, in which are 
compressed, production, maintenance, and application. Production and 
maintenance are the means, and application the object." 

This maxim is incontestable, for the failing of any one of those three 
essentials must entail inevitable failure. If the ranks are not replenished, 
no physical efforts, no genius, however transcendent, can enable an army 
to maintain its ground-its powers of reproduction being the province of 
its creators, whilst the germs of rapid decay are immediately w1thin itself. 
Again, even if its numbers be kept up to a given standard, unless it be 
well provided, it must go to pieces, as did the French in Russia in 1812. 
But the most important of all considerations is the " application," for, 
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llowever efficient and well provided, unless the employment be opportune 
and 8.1gaciously conducted, it is but an idle waste of blood and treasure. 
The expedition to Walcheren , in 1809, may serve as an illustration of 
the error of appl ication, the sagt> distribution of the British troops in the 
Peninsula, as a proof of the effects of enlightt>ned combination. When 
the three requisites are united, (their union, as well as their impu lsion, is 
dtr direct: duty of governments,) then the art of war is reduced to a much 
urrower basis, that is, to the knowl edge of " giving battle at the right 
moment.•• 

This again brings me to a atill more circumscribed sphere. The mat
ter then becomes a business of speciality or individual capacity, for it 
may be said, that the just application of force entirely depends upon the 
selection of a commander. This may be taken as an invariable rule. It 
would be superfluous to adduce examples. The names of Gustavus , 
Turenne, Frederick, 1\larlborough, Napoleon, and lVellington, are suffi
cient illustrations. Bot here again, the question of individuality is onl' 
of extreme precariou11ness and hazard, and comes beneath the circle of 
what Clausewitz intitles the "Frictiom" of war. Of all circumstances 
eonnected with the art, the most important are the three essentials above 
mentioned, and the last includes the choice of a chief. The first duty of 
government is to produce, the second to maintain-for without reserves 
and magazines, it were useless to take the field, and in these matters mis
placed economy may be fatal to armies and kingdoms . A penury of bat
tering artillery, engineers, cavalry, and other requi!!ites, had like to have 
paralyzed all the combinations of the British commander in the Penin
sula, and would have done so, had not his own genius, aided by the in
vincible constancy of his soldiers, and other fortuitous circumstances, 
counterbalanced the deficiency. But this cou ld only -tN! effected at a 
great expense of blood, and consequently of treasure ; we say conse
quently, for experience shows, that it is infinitely less expensive to main. 
lain ,_old soldiers, during a campaign, than to produce one recruit. It 
were better, therefore, for governmertt to make a greater outfit of cannon 
and stores, nay, even to sacrifice a portion of them, than to risk the loss 
of seasoned troops fur the want of' them. That is, by compel ling the 
bayonets of veteran soldiers to act as substitut�>s for such appurtenances, 
as waa the case at Badajos and Burgos. This is peculiarly applicable to 
Great Britain, whose mode of recruiting and geographical pos ition en
hances the costs attendan t upon replenishing her armies, when employed 
on foreign service. 

Supposing, however, that a government fulfils its duty by organizing 
and sending forth an effective army, and by ma intaining it at the original 
standard, an immense difficulty still remains in the selection of a com
mander. It may be replied, that production, organization, and main
tenance. are mechanical processes, for which rulers may be held respon
sible, but that it is not in their power to create genius, to controul 
intellect, or to impart to officers a superior ability for war. True-bu t 
they can most indisputably select the most capable, and take heed that 
no party interest, no patronage, no parliamentary or court intrigue, shall 
intJuence their choice, in a matter involving the dearest interests of their 
country. The history of British military expeditions is not exempt from 
this tJagitious blemish. 

One of the first e lements of succe"s in war, whether taken collectively 
or individually, is « military genius." Much subtle argument may arise 
as to the true definition of this quality, but it will be admitted that 
amongst the component parts, courage holds a first rank. Let our author 
speak. " War," says he, " is the empire of peril ; consec1ucntly, v�lour 
is above all things most important in soldiers. Valour is of h�o kmds, 
viz. the courage to confront per11onal danger, and that of supportmg moral 
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reaporUtibilitg. Our business is with the former. Personal courage is of" 
two kinds-firstly, it may be a contempt for peril, arising from indivi
dual organizatior1, indifference to life, or habit. In either of these three 
cases it must be considered as a permanent quality. Secondly, courage 
may emanate from fluctuating motives, such as ambition, love of country, 
or e.�:citement of various kinds. In the latter cases, valo.ur is not so much 
a quality, as an emotion or fugitive passion. Of course, both kinds operat.e 
differently. The first are more certain, since, from having become a 
second nature, they never abandon a man. The second are impulsions, 
that may however urge him tiuthe1·. Firmlll!88 is the otlspring of the 
one, temerity of the other. The first leaves the mind more composed, 
the second sometimes excites, but often intoxicates. Both unitEd corn
pose the most perfect kind of valour." 

The elements necessary to the composition of this invaluable unity are 
graphically defined ; but if we fully comprehend the meaning of « indif
ference to life," we should be inclined to remove it from the first catt'gory. 
and replace it by « love o f country," which cannot, under any circum
stance, be deemed ephemeral or fugitive. Notwithstanding the lucidity 
with which the author has treated this point, we shall venture upon a 
still further physiological analysis, and strive to reduce to an approxima
tive scale, the portions as well as sum total of valour, which appears to 
be the heritage or characteristic of the principal nations composing the 
great Eurofean family. 

We shal doubtless subject ourselves to accusations of overwt'ening 
boldness and invidiousness, for attempting to reduce moral qualities to a 
numerical standard, and for venturing to apply to each nation a fixl"d 
position in the scale of courage. It is not pretended to lay down an ab
solute rule, all we aim at is the production of a philosophical theory. 

The component parts of valour are divided by Clausewitz into lri.r 
fractions: let us, therefore, take these ingredients to compose our « Ba
rometer of National Courage." In order to accomplish this more easily, 
let us give to the whole, that is, to perfect valour, a supposed maximum, 
represented by a number, say 120-and then let W stand for each of the 
six component parts. Then, adding together the various fractions pos
sessed by each nation, let us turn to the aggregate, which will designate 
the comparative degree of the highe6t grade of valour exhibited by each. 
It would have been possible to have carried the rt'search still further, and 
to have affixed a graduated numerical valuE to each of the component 
parts, and in that case we should have attributed a greater !!pecific gra
vity to some qualities than to others, but this would ha\'e plunged us too 
deeply in the mazes of theory. The following table will better illustrate 
our meaning. 

NATIONS. 

-----
Aut'tria 
Franct-
B•lt•la 
G••rmaa Staiea 
Italy • • • 
PortoJol • 
Pol•nd 
Pro�o1ia 
Netherlaado 
Ruuia 
Sp•ia0 

BarQ111eter '!f National Courage. 
QUALITIES. 

P.n>UNEN1. 

I 
FuotTJVa. 

frldi�dual Cufli()IO 
Urg:Hnlza- and Patrlotl1m Ambition. Excite-

lion. Dlsclpliae. W-."111. ---- - - ---- ---- ---· 
9 15 14 10 12 
"' 12 13 Ill 20 

15 20 18 ll s 
7f 13 12 9 11 
0 7 s 12 13 
llf 12 11 s 11 
9 10 Ill 15 20 

I� 
Ill 15 11 13 
12 14 5 7 
17 10 11 1 

s 11 u 10 10 

lruJIIfu:-
TOT.\L. 

enc(: to 
JJre. --- ·---

3 03 
11 77i 
5 71 
4 �llf 
3 4� 
a 61f 
11 711 
4 671 5 32 
5 1101 
3 6b 

. 
• Tbe Ottotnaoa are (•lnltterl, theu rrckteu cuura�c being th� od<�pt ing of f•talism. 

I 

I 
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Now supposing, by way of hypothesis, that this scale be tolerably cor

rect : we see that the French and Poles stand highest ; that is, they lay 
claim to a larger total than the English ; but on examining the compo
nent parts, it results that the latter possess a preponderance of those quali
ties constituting permanent courage, consequently, though they may have 
less ardour, they can boast of more firmness. The enduriug constancy 
of the British infantry is not less proverbial than the daring temerity of 
the French. Experience has proved that the fiery imP.etuosity of the one 
has been repeatedly extinguished by the cold impassibility of the other. 
It may be invidious to draw comparisons, but nevertheless we do not 
hesitate to give the preference to those who possess what Clausewitz in
dicates as inherent qualities. 

We must request the reader's indulgence, whilst we attempt a further 
research into these qualities. By individual organization, 1s not only 
meant that physical vigour and intlexibility natural, in a lesser or higher 
degree, to man in his crude state, as exemplified in savages, but a more 
exalted organization fortified by climate, food, education, national tra
ditions, and various accessories, tending to develope the germ, and thus 
gradually to mature it, until it becomes a permanent condition of the 
highest order. Some portion of these qualities may he said to be here
ditary, or indigenous, in every country; but nowhere more so than in 
Great Britain. Take, for example, a child born of English parents ; let 
him be alienated from them, and educated entirely on the Continent. In 
proportion a!f' the faculties of his mind receive developement, he will be 
tound to exhibit several of those characteristics, that are the type of the 
British islands. He will be less vivacious, more concentrated, resolute, 
and independent, than the youth of the land where he may be brought up 
-in short, he will soon betray various physiological peculiarities clearly 
denoting his origin. The same typical distinctions may be remarked in 
other nations: but with them, the symptoms of individuality are much 
less prominent, and it is for this reason that we have attributed to the 
British so large a portion of individual organization. 

Habit, or second nature, must emanate from early education, in which 
must be included the pastimes of youth, and their mode of settling per
sonal disputes. It may be said (however faulty the system of education 
in England) that they stand pre-eminent in all those virile exercises, 
that are caJculated to give energy and robustness to the frame; even as 
their manner of personal combat tends to inspire them with a contempt 
for danger. The point of honour, and what may be called nationality of 
courage, is more intimately connected with the latter than might be ima
gined at first sight; but the instantaneous and direct manner with 
which boys resent any imputation on their veracity or honour, and the 
horror they entertain to yielding, without a struggle, even to more 
powerful adversaries, may be taken as the basis of that tendency to re
siatance, that independence of spirit, that characterises the people. They 
are accustomed from earliel!t boyhood to avenge insult, to rise up against 
oppression, and to meet their opponents face to face, eye to eye, hand to 
hand, and only to yield when their physical strength is exhausted, and 
their blood has flowed ; and this habit of youth is the forerunner of that 
inflexible courage which upholds Englishmen upon the deck, or in the 
square, and which propels them steadily, but irresistibly, forward, in 
boarding and in the charge. The severe discipline of the British system, 
being grafted upon these tendencies, constitute the whole secret of that 
remarkable endurance for which its infantry is so celebrated. We have, 
therefore, attributed to her people the maximum of custom and discipline. 

Under the head of ambition , must be included hopes of promotion and 
honours. Taking the vast majority of the English army, it is indisput
able that they possess less of this quality than almost any other European 
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nation, and the reasons are obvious. 1st. The soldiers may be said to be 
excluded from all prospect of advancement, reward, or notice. There 
are exceptions, but of extreme rarity. The mention of non-commissioned 
officers' or prh·ates' names in a despatch would be an anomaly. 2nd. Su
baltern officers have no prospect of honorary distinctions, or public praise. 
Indeed, the baneful influence of patronage, interest, and wealth, whether in 
the army or navy, is generally so exclusive as to render merit, in inferior 
ranks, a mere dead letter, and often to stifle aU feelings of legitimate 
ambition.• Thence it is, that Englishmen execute. their duty with that 
cold-blooded stoicism, for which they are so proverbial. They go to 
battle as they would to church, for they have no other stimulant than an 
innate sense of duty and principle of national honour, which being handed 
down to them from their forefathers, and intimately connected with love 
of country, may be assimilated to patriotism. 

This latter virtue does not alone consist in defending one's native hearth 
against aggression, but in sustaining the honour of one's country, though 
the scene of action be a thousand leagues distant. Clausewitz has placed 
patriotism amongst the fugitive portions of valour. 'fhis is a grievous 
error, for if ever a sentiment was firmly implanted in man's breast, it iiJ 
the love of country. It is connected with parents, children, home, the 
abodes of our early friends, the graves of our ancestors, and with all that 
is most cherished, most permanent in the human mind. It is not the casual 
aentiment of a day, or the birth of circumstance, but forms an integral 
part of man's being, and is, generally speaking, the most durable of all 
moral sentiments. 'fhe English are scoffed at for carrying their customs, 
prejudices, and eccentricities, to the most distant portions of the globe ; 
and, although domiciled for years in foreign parts, for still adhering to 
many national practises, at variance with those of other people. 

Whence does this proceed? Foreigners assert from pride, and often 
from obstinacy. Be it so. But we would have Englishmen never aban
don these nationalities, for we are inclined to attribute them to an inhe
rent love of country, to a holy veneration and attachment for all those 
usages that remind them of the beloved land of their birth, of their fami
lies and predecessors. This then is patriotism, and true patriotism con
sists in upholding the customs as well as honour of one's country, iu 
whatever clime fortune may guide our steps. 

Hoc opua, boc atudium pani properrimus et ampli 
Si patrim volumus, ai nobis vi vere cari. 

Indifference to life ought scarcely to be included in our barometer ; for, 
taking it in its abstract sense, it is a dangerous, and fortunately a rare 
emotion, more calculated to produce evil than good, by generating exces
sive ruhness, and destroying discretion. It may be glossed over with 
the specious varnish of aelt:.abandonment, but unless a man desire death, he 
cannot be indifferent to life. The o"t\ject of battle, however paradoxical 
it may appear, is to preserve life, that is, to inflict the utmost possible loss 
upon an enemy, at the least possible cost of blood to one's sl'lf. Indif
ference to life can only he a morbid sentiment, emanating from a diseased 
mind, or from some other cause, that renders life hurthensome. The man 
that courts death in battle, does so, because, whilst he desires to cast off 
an insupportable existence, he is eager to disguise suicide in the glorious 
garb of self-devotion. He may also desire to compound with his con
science, and thus hope to escape that penalty which religion and morality 
tell us will be the consequence of our wilfully throwing away that being 
with which God has vouchsafed to endow us. Indifference to life, if pro-

• We do not identify our6elres M'itb the above remarh.-Eouon. 
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ducing ita extinction, is nothing else than suicide tricked out in the bril
liant halo of' extreme valour. 

Were a whole army to be animated with such a sentiment, they would 
be like a host of maniacs, rushing blindfold upon destruction. They 
would hurl themselves upon the enemy's bayonets with heedless temerity, 
and, losing all self-possession or controul over their passions, would de
feat the sagest combinations. It is, however, in the French and Polish 
ranks, more than in any other, that we find instances of this reckless, un
refiecting valour, bordering almost upon mental aberration. Indeed, so 
closely is indifference to life allied to hallucination, that it may be con
founded with it. However, when we come to analise this emotion amongst 
the French, it will often be found to be the offspring of extreme tempo
rary excitement, grafted on ambition. 

{; nder the category of excitement must be classed that feverish ardour 
of the moment, that indescribable intoxication of the soul, which propel 
men to the most desperate exertions, and urge them to confront penl with 
a contempt inconceivable to those who have never witnessed or expe
rienced the influence of these stimulants. It, in fact, ba1Bes description, 
as much as in many instances it overcomes all resistance. It may have 
ita source in national spirit, hatred, revenge, or from the nervt's being 
acted upon by the tumult, the movement, or the various indefinable emo
tions that rush to men's hearts and elevate them, as it were, above them
selves during the heat of battle. \Vhen tt'mpered by prudence it is an 
admirab!e quality in soldiers, but dangerous in the highest degree when 
unrestramed. 

Individuals liable to excitement should never command in chief. As 
seconds, under the guidance of others, they may do well, " for in council 
it is good to see dangers, and in execution not to see them." Excitement 
in the hands of a skilful general is an admirable lever; but even then it is 
sometimes detrimental. Thus, the impetuosity of the British horse has 
frequently caused much mischief, and the public despatches tell us that 
the guards at Talavera compromised themselves by a similar excess. Ex
citement may be likened to shocks of electricity, which decrease in in
tensity at each successive application. It is too much all ied to passion 
to be durable, and in soldiers endurance and ae/f-posseaaion are the most 
desirable of all qualifications. It is certain that passion and self-com
mand are two incompatible elements. Excitement is a fever, that in
fluences the mind, and hurries man headlong onward; but if he encounter 
determined opposition, it is likely to evaporate, or at least to Jose much 
of its elasticity. The result is depression, and thence repulse. Excite
ment can only be called into life by extraneous means, whereas, self-pos
session being permanent either from habit or organization, requires no 
support; it is of itself sufficient to sustain a man's mind through all the 
vicissitudes of battle. The Jt'rench possess to an eminent degree the 
fever of action, the British are masters of the more constant virtue. 

(To be continued.) 
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ON WAR.1 

Vo, Kiege. Hinterlassenu Werk des GENERAL CARL voN CLAUSE
wrn. Berlin. 2 vols. Bvo. 

Oua former article terminated with somt! developements and explanations 
of the component parts of valour, upon which we founded our hypothesis 
of the barometer of courage ; let us now return to the author and follow 
him to another spheJ;e. " War," says General Clausewitz, '' is the 
empire of corporeal struggles and sutferings, and in order to enable a man 
to steel himself agaiust them, a certain degree of physical and moral 

· strength, whether natural or artificial, is absolutely requisite. With a 
due proportion of these qualities, under the influence of sound judgment, 
man is already a very capable implement for war. But to arrive at any 
pre-eminence, much more is required of him; and if we search deeper 
into the demands that war exacts from its votaries, we then come to the 
most essential of all-superior iutellect. 

"War is the dominion of uncertainty. Three-fourths of the occur
rences on which its mechanism is hinged, lay enveloped in a haze of 
greater or lesser incertitude. Here then it is where a penetrating, subtle 
mind comes into play, and by tact and perspicuity succeeds in extracting 
l ight from this darkness. A common understanding may once acciden
tally hit upon the truth, or an extraordinary display of courage may serve 
as a substitute. So a man in a dark chamber may find tne oJUect he 
seeks, but the chances are that he strikes against the wall. Thus in most 
cases the average result o( war is-an exposure of moral blindness . 

" War is also the empi re of accident; -there is no human undertaking 
in which so much latitude must be accorded to this. intruder; for, war 
and hazard are twin brothers, and these perpetually augment the 

. uncertainty of the issue, and disturb the balance of calculation. The 
only counterpoille to accident is geni111. But how brilliant soever genius 
may be, i t  cannot al ways rise superior to the uncertainties in which all 
results are shrouded. In order, however, that a commander may suc
cessfully w restle with this omnipresent foe, two qualities are essential. 
The one, a mind capable of catching some glimmering of light, even 
amidst the blackest ohecurity : the other, the moral courage to follow 
up this feeble light. The former is defined by what the French term 
coup d'wil, the latter by decision. 'fhe first, when reduced to i ts most 
absolute ·sense, is the art of di1cot•ering the real point of attack or defence. 
This embraces choice of position, errors committed by adversaries, and 
so forth. If one analyze this faculty still further, it will prove to be no
thing else than an instantaneous power of discovering l uminous points, 
w here all is obscurity to common minds. But the enjoyment of this ad
mirable privilege is insufficient, unless a man have firmness to act. By 
firmness is not meant personal courage, but force of mind to brave 
responsibility, and consequently moral courage to resist moral IJerils, 
such as chances of failure, and the like." • 

I Cont>luded from p. 71. 
• We may adduce as a singular illustration, that one of Napoleoo�a marshals, 

still living, was so devoid of tbis species of courngl', that he wns repeatl'dly known, 
upon critical occasions, to seek the hottest of the fight, in the hopes of being 
1\'0und .. d and carried off the liel<l. He had the coural\"e (few were braver) to sup
port physicnl sufferings, and to despise tll'ath; but not strength of mind to bear ul' 
against responbibility-.'\'ote of TranllatPT. 
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This kind or valour is aptly termed courage d'uprit, or strength oC 
mind, since it emanates from the soul. It is not, however, so much an 
action or intellect as of the heart. Mere intellect, however luminous, 
would not constitute moral courage. For we have 11een some of the 
wisest people utterly devoid of all firmness. Intellect is, however, ne
cessary to give life to courage, and then courage sustains intellect. The 
former could not have being without the la�ter, and the latter would de
generate into mere brute ferocity without the former. Besides, in mO
ments or emergency feelings are more puissant than thoughts. 

Coup d'a:il* and firmness lead me to speak of presence of mind, an
other essential, with which they are closely allied. Presence of mind is, 
in fact, nothing but a sudden victory over, or a skilful repulse of, that 
which is unexpected. We admire the presence of mind. displayed in a 
ready retort to a sudden proposition, as we applaud the developement of 
rapid resource at tlie instant of unlooked-for peril. Neither the reply 
nor the resource need be extraordinary, providing they be apt; for tliat, 
which, if delivered or executed after mature and calm consideration, might 
appear trivial or common-place in point and action, by a rapid throe of 
intellect or unexpected application, will often produce the most conclu
sive results. Presence of mind denotes the facility with which man is 
able to avail himself of latent natural resources. This invaluable faculty, 
that has so often saved armies and nations, is to be ascribed either to the 
properties of the mihd, nr to the equilibrium of the soul, according to the 
nature of circumstances; but both are essential. An apt reply, for in
stance, denotes the spontaneous operation of a. clever head, whilst ready 
resource, in sudden danger, bespeaks tranquillity and composure of 
souL 

The principal elements against which a commander has to struggle, 
may be &ummed up in a few words; danger, phyaical obataclea, fTUJral 
caruu, uncertainty, and tJCcidenta. To enable him to make head against, 
or to overcome them, the foijowing qualities are strictly necessary. 
Pruence of mind, coup d'mil, deciaion, energy, .firmneaa, conatancy, and 
•trengtA of heart and character. \Ve will not follow the author through 
his elaborate definitions of these propertie�;, further than to eXJllain the 
difference between firmness and constancy. "The one," says General 
Clausewit7., " betokens resistance against isolated shocks, the other re
lates to the duration of resistance." Both are absolutely necessary to the 
ultimate success of any measure beyond a mere coup de main, and then 
the first is only demanded. The distinction may appear subtle; for, 
although there may be firmness without constancy, there can be no con
stancy without firmness. The one partakes more of the physical, the 
other of the moral, qualities of the system. Firmness is necessary to 
aupport positive suffering, constancy to bear up against a succession of 
ahocks, or against others that may be anticipated. 

In treating of the dangen of war in the fourth chapter, we find the 
following animated and graphic passages:- . . 

4' The picture that a man draws of war, before he has learned to know 
it in all its nakedness, is, generally speaking, more attractive than repul
sive. When 10ldiers msh upon the enemy in all the drunken ardour of 
the charge,-who stops to count the bullets or the fallen? To close tbe 
eye for an instant, to confront death, uncertain whether we 11hall escape it 
or not :-and that, at the golden moment ·or victory, when the ripe, lus
cious fruit for which our soul pants, hangs temptingly within our grasp
can that be difficult? It would not be difficult, and would appear less 
so, if such moments were the mere action of a pulsation, as it is somctillll'll 

• This expression, which ha.'i no e<Juivalrnt in our language, o�ght to he l)atura

li:&eel iD OIU' dictiOJIIlries, for it i1 lllike applicable both in Wllr and d•plomacy. 
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supposed ; but of Slll'h momen ts there are 'few. No ! the danger of 
war, like medicinal tiuctures, mu11t be swallowed diluted, and robbed of 
half their im pulsive stimulants. . 

" Let us, for examplE', accompany the young soldier to the battle field. 
As we approach, the thunder of artillery, alternating with the rushing of 
shot, booms louder and louder upon the ear. A few yards further, and 
the balf:.spent balls attract the attention of the inexperienced, for they 
now commence striking and bounding close around, above, before, and 
behiJul. We cast a side-long glance, and advance to wards the height 
on which stands the g eneral-in-chief, surrounded by his staff. Here the 
plunging of cannon 1.1hot and bursting of shells are so frequent, that the 
seriousness of the situation penetrates th rough the ideal veil w ith which 
our y outhful fancy had bedecked it. Suddenly a friend falls- -his blood 
tinges our very cheek-a shell drops into the centre of the group, e:r
l>lodes, and causes an inevitable wavering. One begins to feel that he is 
not altogether so completely indifferent or collected. Even the bravest 
must be somew hat affected. Proceed a few yards further into the battle, 
which rages before one, as upon a theatre, and approach that genera] of 
d iv ision. H ere ball follows ball, and shell succeeds shell, whilst the 
roaring m our o wn guns adds to the fearful din , and augments the deep 
iutere'st of the picture. From the general of div ision let us hasten to the 
general commanding a brigade. H e, a man of tried valour, prudently places 
himself and people behind the ex�vert of a hillock, a budding, or clump 
o f  trees-a certain indication ·of increasi n!;' pe ril. Showers of grape 
rattle through the thatch, or tear the branches ; volley s  of cannon shot 
furrow up the earth or rend the air, whilst the hissing of myriads of 
musket balls tell one that those long lines of smoke conceal the enemy. 
But on wards, and in an instant we are beside the troops ; beside the 
valiant, indefatigable infantry, w ho for hours have been withstanding 
with unflinching steadiness the murderous fire of musketry. Here the 
air is filled with the incessant wbil.tling of shot, which announce their 
proximity by the sharp, short whi z with which they dart by, an inch 
distant from one's head, one 's ear, one's very heart. Then come to 
satiety all the heaving of the bosom, the affections of the mind at the 
loss of comrades and friends, and at the sight of the mangled, who fall 
fainting or groaning to the ground." 

Those who hav e any experience will adm it the correctness of this pic
ture ; and we believE' that there i s  no man, who, honestly placing his hand 
on his heart, will affirm that he has remained altogether unmoved on euch 
uccasions ; or that the light of his thoughts has not been affected or broken 
in upon by other emotions than those th at are its ordinary tenants. In
clced, " he must be a most extraordinary indiv id ual," as the author ob
serves, " who on his first initiation does not lose some portion of the 
faculty of immediate deci sion. I t  is true, custom soon blunts the emo. 
tion. In half an hour we commence feeling greater indifference ; some 
more, some less ; but a man of ordinary intellect ne\•er arrives at full in
dependence of m ind, or complete elasticity of soul ; and e.rtraord.inary 
men a r c  rare. I t  result s, therefore, that  little can be expectecl from orcli
n ary men ; and this is the more a pr,licable in proportion as the sphere of 
al'lion becomes more ex tensh·c. \\- hen tranqu i l l y  si ttiug in one's cnbinet, 
th is sdt:.conquest appears a m atter of easy attainment ; hut w hen re
moved to the theatre of action, a man must possess a vast store of innate, 
st oical courage, mental abstraction, im perious ambition, or long intimacy 
w i th da• •ger, before he can overcome ail counteraction." 

· 

Heneral Clause w i tz i ndmles danger as one of the .fr'ictionlt of war ; 
what  is meant by th is appropridle tenn will  be explaiucd by the follow
ing t• x t ruct  :-

� .  So loug as we have no ex perience of act ual war, one cannot eom-
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pr�heud wher�in consist t h e  difficulties of which s o  much i s  said, or 
where the genius or extraordinary powers required of a commander, 
come most into play. Every thing appears so simple ; all requisite liriow
ledge so plain, all combinations so insignificant, that they are apparently 
tritling in comparison with the higher problems of m athematics or philo-
80phy. But where a man has seen war ; above all, when he has com
manded, then all is comprehensible. A nd yet it is no easy matter to 
describe what the nature of the difficulty is, or to identify the various 
counteracting fluctuations. 

" E,·ery thing is simple in war ; granted ; but ev en the very simplest 
movements are difficult and uncertain of execution. Let one suppose, for 
instance, that a traveller has only two m ore relavs to complete his journey. 
T wenty miles, with post horses and a high road-why it  is nothing I He 
reaches the last stage but one, and can procure no horses, or bad ones : 
then, it is a mountainous country, the roads are broken u p, it is pitch 
dark, and an a:r.letree breaks : he thinks himself fortunate to reach a 
neighbouring village after infinite fatigue and delay, and is happy to put 
up with any accommodation he can meet with. Thus it occurs in war, 
that in consequence of the multitude of trifling obstacles, which never 
appear upon paper, the ablest combinations often fail, and the tlbject is 
defl-ated. A firm and imperative mind may overcome these frictions, and 
v anquish every obstacle, but not without destroying the acting agent ; 
for even the mo11t energetic will is the slave of friction." 

Look to the campaign of Mo�cow, to the non-arrival of Grouchy's 
corps on the afternoon of the battle of 'V aterloo, and other historical 
�xam ples. 

'V e must be pardoned if we give another instance of friction that oc
curred to our own troops during the Peninsular war. It affords a strik
iu:r proof of the m anner in which the most insignificant causes may 
d�feat the ablest combinations, and that the r('putations of commanders 
are often subservient to hazard. During the last siege of Badajos, a 
corps was thrown out by Alhhuera, upon the Seville road, in order to 
cover the operations of the besiegers . A strong French detachment 
occupied Llerena, an open town, and it was determined to cut these off 
by a roup tk main. • The operation was well combiued, and success all: 
peared infallible. It was propo�ed to move across the country by a rap1d 
forced march, and then, enveloping the place, to fall sword in hand upon . 
the enemy. The troops and officers, though i!{IJOrant of the immediBte 
object, easily divined the gt:neral motive ; they were ful l  of ardour, and after 
marching nearly the whole of twenty-four hours, arrived almost within 
gun-shot of their prey. It w anted but an hour to dawn, and with day
J i!!ht tlte capture of the enemy seemed inevitable. The night was pitchy 
dark, the troops wi th swelling hearts but silent tongues moved eagerly 
onward. Of a sudden, however, a shot fell in front of the centre column, 
this was followed by several others from the advance guard, and was 
taken n[J rapidly aud sharply during a b rief space by the main body. No 
oue kne w  tire ca u se ; but an alarm was thus gh·en, and a s  the grey mists 
of morning com menced yielding to the power of the sun, the last bayonets 
uf the enemy's rear guard were seen winding up the adjacent mountain. 
The expedition had failed. It w as asserted, we do not vouch for the 
fact, tJ1at this " friction " arose from an officer's servant, who with a led 
lwnoe strayed from the road, advanced beyond the columns, and then 
tiutl ing out his error, w as hurrying back ; when, being m istaken for an 
l' l lcm y's patrol, he w a s  fired upon by the vi!lettcs, and this giving the 
alarm to the enemy, they were enabled to escape .  Now, here w as a 

• Lord Lyn�doch commaml�d the infantry, awon;;>t w l.icu w e r" the hri;;ade of 
G udrds ; Lord Cowberruere the cav alry. 
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" friction " no human being could have anticipated, and yet the reputa
tion of the commander unjustly suffered. War furnishes a thou88Dd 
similar illustrations ; bot let us return to the author. 

" Friction," says he, " is the only word that can tolerably well indi
cate the difference between actual war and war uptm papw. The military 
machin e, that is, an army, and every thing appertaining to it, is in theory 
extremely simple, and appears easily handled. But it must be borne in 
mind, that no part of it is composed of one consolidated piece, and that 
the whole is made up of indiv idual particles, each of which brings its owu 
particular friction . Theoretically, this may appear of little consequence, 
for a commander of a regiment or battalion is responsible for the execution 
of his orders, and as the battalions are filed down by discipline to one 
solid instrument, the machine works like a cast iron beam, and with little 
comparative friction. 

" But it  is otherwise in reality . In actual war all the inequalities of 
joints and adj nnctions immediately show themselves. A battalion, how
ever lromologous, must ever remain a machine composed of an assemblage 
of individuals, of whom thl.' most insignificant has 1t in his power to cause 
(]elay or irregularity. The dangers and casualties inevitably attendant 
on war; the immense physical efforts that are required, augment this 
evil so much, that they may be considered as the principal causes 
of it. 

" This prodigi ous friction, which is not concentrated on one or two 
given points, a11 in mechanics, is every where to be found in contact with 
accident, and thus produces results that cannot be anticipated, since they 
are solely the offspring of the latter. Take, for instance, accidents of the 
weather. Here a fog prevents the discovery of the enemy, the correct 
firing of a brigade of guns, or the arrival of a report to the commander
in-chief at the proper moment. There a sudden deluge of rain de111troys a 
road, swells a ford, and impedes the advance of a battalion, or the junc
tions of squadrons, since they must march thirty instead of ten miles. 
These two instances will suffice to explain to the reader the meaning of 
this most active obstacle to success. It is the lrnowledge of friction in all 
its possi ble bearings, that constitutes one of the most essential qualities 
in a gbod general. However, 'M is not the most efficient, who lays too 
much stress upon friction, for such over deference would produce that 
want of energetic decision which is often met with, even amongst the 
most experienced. An officer should be intimately acquainted with all 
possible frictions, and make allowance for them, as mariners for tl.e 
force of currents, but he 11hould never pem1it himself to be imposed upon 
or depressed by them, or thl.'re would be an end to all action , and he 
would be unfit for command. His mind must rise superior to all hazards, 
Id the consequences be what they may. A perfect knowledge of friction 
can never be acquired from theory, it can only be derived from experiedce. 
When this experience is backed and supported by an energetic mind, it 
forms one of the highest qualifications for commanders." 

In the first chapter, second book, the author examines " the art of 
war," dividing it under two principal heads, " tactics and strategy." An 
intimate knowled(fe of the former may be said to be necessary to those 
commanding port1ons of an army, a perfect acquaintance with the latter 
to auch as command in chief. We may here ubse"e, that the British 
military annals afford strong grounds for affirming that those, on whom 
has devolved the important trust of selecting commanders-in-chief, have, 
on various occasions, either confounded the two sciences, or been fasci
nated by officers' reputations as able tacticians ; and thus neglected to 
exam ine whether they were well v ersed in the sublimer art. And yet, 
there is  as wide a d istinction between the two, as between the po wers for 
active command of such an officer as the late Genera! Dundas, and those 
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of tbe DuJt e  of Wellington. The definition given b y  the author is, " Tac
tic is the study of employing anned bodies in battle-strategy that of 
employing battlee in order to attain the object of war." A perfect know
ledge of both is the perfection of the arL The first may be considered as 
the absolute employment of a given force, upon a definite space before 
the enem1 ; the second the general developement of such force as is con
neded w1th ulterior objects, and the grand basis of the war itself. B\to
lutiona during action are essentially tactical ; movements prior or subse
quent to battle belon� to strategy. History affords a thousand examples 
of the effect of victones being neutralized by a deficiency of this science. 
The formation of a line, column, or square, the placing a battery, in 
short, positive collision, are tactical operations. The predeterminin' a 
system of attack or defence, the distribution of force, and the knowmg 
/Jqw, tulaere, and tolaen to employ it, are the provinces of strategy. 

" For instance, when a column or anny 1s ordered to kee� to this side 
of a riTer or chain of mountains, it is a strategetical dispositJOn, since the 
object, in the event of battle, is to force the enemy to combat on the 
pound selected by us. But when a corps is actually before the enemy, 
and in lieu of holding to the low ground is thrown upon the adjacent 
heights, or, breaking into small columna, takes possession of a ravine, a 
defile, or breastwork, then it is a tactical disposition, since it proves the 
ifJifllediate mode in which it is intended to employ the troops during an 
encounter." 

It is not easy to define whether the act of marching belongs mHI to 
strategy or tactics ; for marching being an integral part of battle, and 
battle being the exercise of tactic, and developement of strategy, both in 
this instance are so nearly allied, as to render the distinction almost im
possible. Stratagetical combinations do not always lead to tactical re
salts, for one may so combine marches ancl manmuvrea, as to obtain the 
object without firing a shot ; whence some argue, that an enemy may be 
vanquished without a battle. Clausewitz considers this as an error, and 
we are inclined to coincide with him. Stratagetical combinations may 
disturb an enemy's plans and neutralize his manmuvres, and he may be 
fOrced to choose a new basis of operation s ;  but to effect any thing deci
me, collision must ensue. The dissolution of annies, or the submission 
of a country, without the belligerent& coming into contact, is of such rare 
occurrence, as to be looked upon as impossible ; of cour11e we only speak 
of powers equal in numerical strength. A battle may be postponed-a 
campaign may be devoted to m arches and counter-marches, but the hour 
of collision must come. It  is true, the antecedents to battle may be so 
preponderant, the prefatory operations so skilful, the combinations so un
errinl! and the friction& or hazards so trifling, as to render the issue nearly 
JnfaUJble ; but, stni the encounter takes place, and there it is that the 
triumph of strategy over tactics becomes more evident, and its results 
more Clecisive. 

The battle of Jena determined the fate of Prussia, that of Waterloo the 
destiny of France. But the antecedents were totally at variance. One 
was the result of strategy, the other of tactics . Nevet were mightier 
eft'ects derived from more opposite causes. Again, the Penim•ular War 
may he said to have been a war of strategy ; for, the moments of collision 
were trifling, in comparison with the duration of the contest, and the 
marchings and counter-marching of the opposing anniea. The tun1ing 
the British position at Busaco, though prefaced by a gross error on the 
part ot Massena in attacking so strong a position in front, was a fine il
lustration of tactic ; the retreat of the Duke of Wellington to Torres Ve
dras, a brilliant example of strategy. We know of no other events that 
ean better illustrate our meaning, and yet the subsequent defeat of Mas
sena, (for his retrograde movement was an absolute defeat,) was effected 
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without a shot being fired. But the battles of Albhuera and Salamanca 
brought up the balance. These were essentially tactical.* 

" Many readers," says General Clausewitz, " will consider it superflu
ous to endeavour to define the difference between two sciences apparent ly 
so nearly related as strategy and tactics, since the knowledge can have 
little influence on the art of war. A man m u st indeed be a great pedant 
were he to seek for the theoretical separation through its positive opera
tions on the field of battle. " 

To ordinary minds we grant that such definition may be superfluous ; 
but, as the whole art of war resolves itself into an intimate knowledge of 
tht>se two sciences, to those who would fain see clearly into all its re
cesses, and remove all confusion from thei r minds, the limits that divide 
the t wo cannot fai l  to be deeply interesting. I ndeed, we again affirm, 
that its study should be a paramount .con sideration with those on whom 
devolves the st'lection of commander�<-in.chief. 

The degree of knowledge, and the essen tial quali ties for a man intrusted 
with this important charge, are subjects of frequent discus11ion We have 
stated that roup d'fPil, strenglli of m i 11d, energy, promptitude, and a knntD
Iedge qf "fril't io11," are absolutely requisite, and that the details of tactics 
are secondary considerations. General Clausewitz thus exprer.Hes him
self on this subject. 

" It is notorious that m any distinguished officers, and above all, com
manders-in-chief, have �<ignalized themselves in war though their early 
education and resources of mind had been turned to other occupations. 
It is not lesa remark able also, that the most illustriom1 soldiers have never 
11prung from amongst what is termed the class of learned men or scientific 
officers : indeed, taking all circumstances into consideration, there is not 
one who could boast of any great share of sdence. Consequently, those 
persons hav e always been la ughed at as pedants, who held it necessary, 
or even useful for the education of a future commander, that he should be 
instmcted, or deeply versed in detail kno wledge . I n deed, it is not difficult 
to comprehend that this study of detail might be more detrimental than 
useful ; for the mind must n aturally be bia�sed by the ideas that are im
parted to it, and rt>l'eive its impre11sions from the subjects with which it 
is  occupied. It is ouly by the loftier elements that the soul can be eleo. 
vated towards the sublime ; insignificant minutie have an immediate ten
dency to render men narrow-minded." 

WhPn speak ing of the h i gher qualifications necessary for a commander
in-chief, the author gives the fol l o w ing passage. 

" It is not requ i rEd that he should be a leamed historian or writer, but 
he must be acquaintell with the higher elements of general politics ; he 
m us t  be well versed in its tendencies, its conflictinf? interests, and pro
minent features, and he must learn to judge the princtpal actors correctly. 
lt is not requisite that he should be a profound searcher into human na
ture, nor a hair"s-breadth anatomi zer of man's character ; but he must 
study the dil'positions, mode of thinking,  habi ts, and endeavour to dis
cover the fai lings as well as particular merits of those u nder his command. 
He may be ignorant of the mechanical composition of gun· carriages, l>rojectiles, or the horsing of a battery, hut he must know bow to calcu
ate their effects and movement, and be able to j udge of the time necessary 

for the march of a column under every obstacle. " 

The eye of the commander must he like that of the eagle, which em
b races at one swoop every object within i ts elev ated sphere of v i sion-
not like that of the astronomer, who can only descry objects within the 

• Th former mny bf! ohjected to as an o:> x nmpiP ; for the deplomhle wan t of tac. 
t ical 8k ill displ ;oy<nl hy tho commander wus only counterbalanced by the heroic devo· 
tiuu of the bold iers. 
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focus of his lenses. There neverJet existed a distinguishetl · commander 
of confined vision. Here we ape of spiritual optics ; but examples are 
frequent of men who have filled secondary situations with rare merit, 
bu' who have fallen beneath mediocrity when rai sed to supreme com
mand, and this, because they possessed all the m inutiae of tactical detail, 
without any of the loftier or more expansive qualities of stratagetical 
genius. On the other hand, instances are not unfrequent of grPat com
manders, who never rose above mediocrity as regimental or brigade 
generals. Their minds required a more extended field of action. The 
instances that might be adduced would fill a volume. 

The fourth chapter is devoted to " method." By method is meant 
system, order of battle, or formations peculiar to any given power or 
period. The bas is of the whole may lie said to spring from the same 
sourre, but the means of developement have passed through various mo
difications, alJ however converging to one centre. We w ill not accom
pany the author through the definitions of what he terms " the logical 
hierarchy of system," but merely take one or two of his illustrations : for 
instance, " The oblique order of batt le, peculiar to the school of l<'rederic 
the Great ; the long diffuse lines of the revolutionary generals, and the 
bloody a11d concentrated energy of Napoleon's masses." The British 
possess no absolute system, though their order of battle partakes more of 
the two first than the latter method : indeed , the use of the column may 
be said to have been l ittle employed until a late period of the war. The 
line and square were the most sal ient characteristics, but this arose from 
the fact, that in four cases out of .fiv e the British troops received the 
memg. The mode of fonnation by two ranks is peculiar almost to Eng
lish troops, but this is a question of direct tactics. Whilst the author 
admits . the necessity of not banishing fixed principles or method altoge
ther, he deprecates a slavish adherence to it, and in this all men of ex
perience must concur. The evil is, that every given method must origi
nally have been grounded upon some peculiar local circumstance, and 
consequently, as circumstances are perpetually changing, method must 
outlive the events that gave them birth ; the one becomes permanent, the 
other is evanescent. It is this slavish adherence to system, that theory, 
aided by enlightened criticism, should endeavour to counteract. 

" For instance, by adhering to the oblique method of Frederic in 1 806, 
the Prussian generals, Prihce Louis, at Saalfeld, General Tauen zien, on 
the Dornberg, near Jena, and General Grawert in front, and Riichel 
behind K appeldorf, plunged themselves into the abyss. This was not 
only a grovell ing adherence to obsolete system, but the uttermo11t poverty 
of mind, to which method ever conducted. Thus, the army of Prince 
Hobenlobe was defeated in a manner of which there is scarcely any prece
dent in history." 

The frankness with which the author criticises the operations of his 
countrymen is remarkable : the reader will find another i nteresting ex
ample of this frankness further on, when speaking of Bliicher's di sasters 
in 1 8 1 4. The fifth chapter is devoted to " criticism," and demonstrates 
its importance in correcting errors, modifying systems, and introducing 
improvements. 

" The effect of theoretical truths on practical life are produced more 
by the aid of criticism than study ; for criticism is an application of 
these truths to positive occurrences. The one brings the other into life.  
The former accustoms the mind to the reception of the latter. \Ve 
e11teem it necessary, therefore, to place the point of departure of theory 
upon a level with that of criticism. The latter must, however, be dis
tinguished from the simple narration of an historical occurrence, which 
merely reproduces events, or, at best, only touches upon such matters as 
are intimatt'ly connected with them. Three operations of the mind are 
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necessary to criticism. Firstly, the historical discovery and detenniniug 
of doubtful occurrences ; but this is mere research unconnected witb 
theory. Secondly, the deduction of effects from causes ; this is  essen
tially theoretical, for by this means conclusions and inferenceil are borne 
out and enlightened by experience and results. Thirdly, the examination 
of any proposed measure. This is the truest and most beneficial criti
cism, includin(r praise or objurgation. H ere history, and the examples 
derived from tl, act as auxiliaries. In the two latter operations, the 
effect or utility depends upon the application, and upon the tracing u p  
events t o  their primitive creation, that i s, t o  positive facts, and not, a s  
is too often the case, merely going half way, and contenting oneself with 
arbitrary conclusions or presuppositions." 

In the whole scope of criticism nothing is more opposed to the first 
part of Boileau's maxim, •• la critU]ue ut aisee, et l'ffrt est difficile," than 
strictures upon military operations. I n  almost a l l  other occurrences in 
life, the subject, whether moral or physical, is before one's eyes. In 
literature, science, politic!', finance, and mechanics, the facts may be 
said to be tangi ble, and are so embodied as to be within one's grasp ; 
but in war, all is speculation, hazard, and uncertainty. A combination 
fails, we cannot positively say, had this or that been done, success waK 
inevitable ; for, up to the last moment of com bat, victory may still elude 
one's grasp. The operations of war are multilarious, divergent, rarely 
arising from, or being confined to, one given point or space. They are 
constantly struggling against a thousand conflicting elements that are 
countermining each other. .Military criticism may be said to be entirely 
theoretical or speculative, for there is scarcely any tangible rule by which 
we are enabled to decide, unless, indeed, some palpable error has been 
committed, aml then criticism is superfluous, and blame imperative. 

Military critics have rarely an opportunity of judging upon the spot, 
or of ascending into causes, which latter are either secrets confided by 
governments to commanders, or emanate from circum11tances known only 
to themselv es. The critic, however impartial, experienced, and enlight
ened, is al ways surrounded by a greater or less obscurity.  He cannot 
define an issue, for effects must always be problematical, and therefore 
the most sagacious criticism must ever have its basis upon speculation. 
Thus, it has i ts origin in theory, and its tenninatiou in doubt ; for it i�e 
not less difficult to mount up to causation than to descend to re11ults. But 
the great error fallen into by the generality of critics, has been specified 
by General Clausewitz : for men generally content themselves with 
blame without devising the remedy. 

C riticism may be likened to anatomy or medicine. \Vhat, then, for in
stance, should we say of a surgeon, or physician, when called in to con
sult upon a case, were he to exclaim, " Y ou are ail ing, the seat of your 
malady is in the digestive organ11, you have p ursued a pernicious regi
men, a different system ought to have been adopted, I d1sapprove of all 
that has been done ;" and, having said so, quite the room. 

" True criticism," obse"es the author, " is not only an examination 
of the m eans actually employed, but of all other means, that might have 
been employed, and no man is justified in coudemning unless be has a 
better method to propo•e." 

We have selected the following example of the author's iHustration of 
criticism, because it contains some speculations not commonly known, 
and which must have the greater weight and interest, as coming from 
such a source. General Clausewitz's intimate knowledge of facts cannot 
be called in question. 

" \Vhen Napoleon, after beating Bliicher's army, in 1814. ,  in the battles 
of Etoges, Champaubert, Montmirail, &c., turned his force agai1111t 
Schwarzenberg's corps, aml defeated it at 1\lontereau and Mormant, 
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rvery one was filled with admiration ; because Napoleon, by thus march
ing and countermarching his main body, brilliantly availed himself of the 
error committed by the allies in separating their forces ; and certainly if 
these splendid and ubilateral operations did not save him, it is the gl!neral 
epinwn that the fault was not his. However, no one has hitherto ��o��ked 
the question-what would have been the result, if in lieu of abandoning 
Bliicher to attack Schwarzenberg, he had followed up his successes 
against the former, and pursued him to the Rhine ? It is our conviction 
that a total revolution must have ensued in the campaign, and that the 
grand allied army, instead of moving upon Pari!, would have recro81etl the 
RltiM. We do not desire any one to adopt our opinion, but no one, who 
comprehends tbe subject, can deny, that the mentitm of the alternative 
is but the natural result of a critical consideration of the case. Let us 
introduce two or three simple truths in illustration of our hypothesis. 

" Firstly ,-I t is  generally admitted that it is more advantageous to fol
low up successes in one direction than to waste one's strength in marches 
and countermarches, because the latter is not only a loss of time, but the 
force of an enemy being diminished by defeat, fresh advantages are more 
likely to be obtained by rapid pursuit ; and besides, one does not then 
throw away the moral advantages already acquired, or give the foe time 
to breathe and reorganize • 

•• Secondly,-Bliicher, though numerically weaker than Sch warzen
berg, was a much more dangerous adversary, on account of his enter
prising character, and in fact the grand point of action that carried every 
thing else with it, was centered in him. 

•• Thirdly,-The loss Bliicher had suffered was tantamount to defeat, 
and gave Napoleon so great a superiority over him, that his retreat to 
the Rhine could scarcely be doubtful, more especially as upon this li ne 
there were no reinforcements or important reserveR. 

" Fourthly,-No other possible result could have acted more power. 
fully upon men's minds, or have produced more gigantic moral conse
quences. In  an army so notoriously undecided and timid as that of 
Schwarzenberg, this retreat would have been looked upon as a death
blow. The losses sustained by the Cro wn Prince of Wu rtemberg and 
Count 'Vittgenstein at Montereau and Mormant, were correctly kno wn 
to Prince Scnwarzenberg, but those endured by Bliicher along his exten
sive and detached line of operations from the Mame to the Rhine, were 
only brought to his ears through the medium of report. The desperate 
demonstration made by Napoleon on Vitri, in March, when he essayetl 
the effect that would be produced on his enemies by menacing to tum 
their flanks, was evidently based upon the principle of inspiring terror. 
But circumstances were totally altered, for he had failed at Laon and 
Arcis sur Aube, and Bliicher had joined Schwarzenberg, with nearly one 
hundred thousand men . There will, doubtless, be many persons who 
will not be satisfied with these considerations, but at all events they cannot 
give us any reply ; for Napoleon, by pressing upon the Rhine, would have 
menaced Schwarzenberg's basis of operation, whilst Sch warzenberg 
could only endanger that of Napoleon by threatening Paris ; and we 
have endeavoured to show, that had Napoleon pursued Bliicher, Prince 
Sch.war!enberg would never have thought of moving upon the French 
cap a tal. 

The last chapter of the second book is devoted to the illustration of 
" Example," which may at first sight appear so intimately connected with 
t'Xperience as to render definition superfluous. But the difference is greater 

• Military critics find fault with the Duke of W ellingtoo for havi�g mo_re than 
once neglected this principle ; but they are not aware of the local dafficnltlea thnt 
clogged hi.a movements. 
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than is suP.posed. Experience being the result of what we see, comes in 
all its virdity and v igour home to the mind. Example being the pro
duce of what we· read. nothing in military study is m ore difficult to sei z e  
w i t h  discrimination. Indeed, i t  requires no ordinary talent to sift the ore 
from the dross, and to retain such portions as may lead to beneficial con
sequences. Of what use is it  to store one's mind with e x amples culled 
from history, unless our intellect guides us to a proper application ? and 
this i s  the more perplexing, since example is  in constant contradiction to 
itself. For instance, we find twenty occasions w here the adoption of a 
given method has produced the most fortunate results, whilst at the 
same time twenty m ore instances can be adduced when the employment 
of the same measure has entailed destruction. 

I t  is not enough, therefort>, to store one's mind with precept, it is the 
genius to extract l ight from it that is most requisite : otherwise the 
mind would be only com parable to a vast arsenal, w here the stores were 
thrown in promiscuously w ithout order or classification. I t  is a t rite 
saying, " take warning from exam ple ;" but in war, w here so much de
pends upon locality, hazard, and upon u n foreseen accidents, example 
loses much of its i nfluence. Battles are perpetual innovations on precept, 
and differ as much one from the other as the face of one man from t hat of 
his  neighbour. Battles have not unfrcquently been fought on the same 
ground ; but there i s, we bclievt>, scarcely one instance of commanders 
recurring to antecedents for the disposition of their troop&. The genius, 
the inspi ration of the moment, must decide. 

" W hen one considers," say& General ClausPwitz, " the various inthl
ences of example, one can well comprehend the urgent nt>cessity of ma
ture study. A circumstance that is not carefully sifted and examined, 
in all its bearings, may be compared to an object seen at a di8tance, 
its sinuosities and proportions are veiled, and it appears equiform to 
the eye. 

" In fact, examples have often tended to produce the m ost conflictin g  
opinion s.  Let us take, for instance, Daun's campaigns, w hich were 
models of prudence on one side, and of indecision and timidity on the 
other. Again, Napoleon's passage of the Alps in 1797, m ay be consi
dered as a proof of the most daring energy, but it was utterly devoid of 
prudence." 

But our extracts have already exceeded all just limits ; we must, there
fore, take leave of the author for the present, proposing to return to the 
remaining books upon some future occasion. In the mean time we 
strongly reiterate our recommendation of the work to those, who have 
any inclination to profit from the rich stores of enlightened knowledge that 
abounds in almost every page. • 

10 There is, we believe, no translation of this work in any language, al though 
it is a book that ought to be in the bands of all mil itary men, and is well adapted for 
the Military College. 
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